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Pulsed plasmas in liquids exhibit complex interaction between three phases of matter (liquids,
gas, plasmas) and are currently used in a wide range of applications across several fields, however
significant knowledge gaps in our understanding of plasma initiation in liquids hinder additional
application and control; this area of research currently lacks a comprehensive predictive model. To
aid progress in this area experimentally, here we present the first-known ultrafast (50 ps) X-ray
images of pulsed plasma initiation processes in water (+25 kV, 10 ns, 5 mJ), courtesy of the X-ray
imaging techniques available at Argonne National Laboratory’s Advanced Photon Source (APS),
with supporting nanosecond optical imaging and a computational X-ray diffraction model. These
results clearly resolve narrow (∼10 µm) low-density plasma channels during initiation timescales
typically obscured by optical emission (<100 ns), a well-known and difficult problem to plasma
experiments without access to state-of-the-art X-ray sources such as the APS synchrotron. Images
presented in this work speak to several of the prevailing plasma initiation hypotheses, supporting
electrostriction and bubble deformation as dominant initiation phenomena. We also demonstrate
the plasma setup used in this work as a cheap (<US$100k), compact, and repeatable benchmark
imaging target (29.1 km/s, 1 TW/cm2) useful for the development of next-generation ultrafast
imaging of high-energy-density physics (HEDP), as well as easier integration of HEDP research into
synchrotron-enabled facilities.
Introduction – In the past two decades, the study of
plasma processes in liquids has grown to be a vigor-
ous, broadly interdisciplinary field that has found nu-
merous applications in chemical processing [1], nanoma-
terial synthesis [2], medicine [3], and many other fields.
Despite the array of applications of plasma processes in
liquids, significant knowledge gaps in our understand-
ing of plasmas physics of liquids, and of fundamental
physical interactions between the second (liquid) and
fourth (plasma) states of matter, persist [4]. Histori-
cally, research into pulsed plasma initiation phenomena
has focused on gas-phase processes, which as a result
are relatively well understood [5, 6]. In contrast, electri-
cal discharges in liquids exhibit a complex multi-phase
environment through which the plasma propagates [7],
and, consequently, plasma initiation in liquids is still
not understood. Recent effort has focused on investiga-
tion into liquid-phase breakdown initiation phenomena,
of which there are several prevailing hypotheses regard-
ing the dominant breakdown mechanism and currently
no conclusive theory [4]. It has not yet been proven
whether electron avalanching is possible in liquid me-
dia, therefore several hypotheses require the presence
and deformation of preexisting bubbles (possibly sub-
microscale) or dissolved gases for streamer propagation
to occur [8]. Others propose the generation of nano-
pores via electrostriction as a source of low-density re-
gions required for plasma initiation [9]. Still others sug-
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gest that field emission from the electrode tip can locally
heat the surrounding water, leading to rapid expansion
and a low-density region through which electrons can
avalanche [10].
This work employs optical imaging and ultrafast X-
ray phase-contrast imaging to provide unprecedented
characterization of the plasma initiation mechanism of
nanosecond pulsed plasma discharges in water. These
measurements capture the rapid (29 km/s) expansion of
a network of 10-µm diameter, low density channels that
manifest on timescales on the order of 10 ns. Taken
together, these measurements narrow the field of possi-
ble dominant physical processes for nanosecond plasma
initiation in liquids to those which rely on nanosecond-
timescale physics, supporting electrostriction and bub-
ble deformation while weakening the local field-emission
heating hypothesis.
In addition to its utility as a plasma diagnostic, the
X-ray imaging in this work represents the introduction
of pulsed plasmas in liquids to the field of synchrotron
science. The tabletop setup used in this work is quite
portable and relatively cheap (<US$100k), while still
providing hypersonic phenomena (29.1 km/s) and high
energy densities (1 TW/cm2) using as little as 5 mJ of
plasma energy. An equivalent plasma device could there-
fore be easily incorporated as a self-healing benchmark
imaging target for diagnostic development at ICF facil-
ities (e.g. National Ignition Facility [11]), as well at any
other facility interested in high-energy-density physics
(HEDP) and fast phenomena [12–14]. This partnership
between plasma physics and synchrotron science opens
new avenues for interrogating sub-nanosecond plasma
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2FIG. 1. The pulsed water plasma of interest to this work
imaged with four different methods, in order of decreasing
exposure time: 67ms (a), 2.38µs (b), 10ns (c) and 50ps X-
ray (d).
dynamics in liquids, as well as interrogating and vali-
dating HEDP science at synchrotron-enabled facilities.
Phenomena of Interest – This work focuses on the pulsed
plasma shown in Figure 1, generated using the driv-
ing circuit shown in Figure 2a. When applying a posi-
tive high-voltage pulse to a 200-µm-diameter tungsten
electrode submerged in distilled water (filtered to a
maximum particle size of 0.2 µm, with conductivity of
roughly 0.5 µS/cm), a branched-structure plasma forms
near sharp-contour regions of the electrode tip, radiat-
ing outward at hypersonic velocities. By triggering an
air spark gap with a nanosecond laser pulse (similar to
[15]), repeatable time-resolved diagnostics are possible.
While a nanosecond-pulsed plasma can occur in a more
conductive liquid [16], the branched structures of inter-
est to this work require low conductivity, like that of
distilled water or lower. See Section SM.I for a more de-
tailed description of the experimental setups and meth-
ods used in this work.
Optical Imaging Results – Using a high-speed video cam-
era, the plasma of interest was imaged with backlight-
ing at 420 kfps (2.38 µs/frame) and a resolution of 20
µm/pixel, shown in Figure 3a and Supplementary Video
1. Light-emitting plasma channels propagate across the
full field of view within the first captured frame of the
event, implying a lower bound of 630 m/s for propaga-
FIG. 2. Diagram of the laser-triggered driving circuit
(a), with voltage and current traces for a typical event (b).
Power and energy calculated from direct integration (c).
R1 = 20 MΩ, C1 = 1 nF, and Vb = +25 kV. During this
event a total of 242 mJ was dissipated: 225 mJ (93%) was
dissipated by the air spark switch, 5 mJ (2%) contributed
to plasma generation, and the remaining 12 mJ (5%) was
lost via long-timescale heating and electrolysis. The result-
ing plasma current peak had a FWHM of 12 ns and a peak
of 20 A.
tion speed. Optical emission and plasma energy depo-
sition has ceased by the next frame, and the resulting
bubble begins to evolve and become more spherical over
the next 50 µs.
To better interrogate plasma-timescale processes
without requiring ultra-high-frame-rate imaging of a sin-
gle event, we can take advantage of the fact that this
plasma process and experimental setup is well-timed.
By triggering the event relative to the shutter of a
nanosecond-gated camera and logging image timing sig-
nals, single event images were sorted according to expo-
sure delay relative to each event. This results in a con-
structed “video” of water plasma behavior at timescales
not achievable via single event high-frame-rate imaging,
shown in Figure 3b and Supplementary Video 2. The
plasma (identified by the light-emitting region) initiates
near the electrode tip and propagates outward with a
hemispherical bush/branching structure over approxi-
mately 100 ns, with the longest branches extending al-
most 4 µm away from the electrode before extinguish-
ing. Outward propagation speed is therefore inferred
to be 29.1 km/s (Mach 19.7 in water), estimated from
the linear trend shown in Figure 3c. This propaga-
tion speed agrees with prior literature [17] where the
initiating plasma extends out in front of an expanding
shockwave. Such a high Mach number suggests that the
dominant initiation process is not limited by ambient
sound speed, undermining plasma initiation hypotheses
which rely on slower processes such as Joule heating or
3FIG. 3. A series of video frames from high-speed (2.38
µs/frame) backlit photography of a single water discharge
event (a, Supplementary Video 1). Collection of backlit fast-
exposure (10ns) ICCD images from many disparate events,
sorted by camera delay relative to time of event as measured
by peak PMT signal, with t = 0 defined to be the average
time of peak current (b, Supplementary Video 2). Images
from (b) were used to generate plots of plasma channel length
(c) and average frame brightness (d) vs. time.
electrolysis. While slower processes may still be signif-
icant during longer timescales, they do not appear to
drive the channel tip. However, the significant opti-
cal emission obscures multi-phase phenomena needed for
more informed discussion of initiation processes. This is-
sue, along with diffraction-limited resolution at micron
scales, prompted our interest in the fast X-ray tech-
niques available at the Advanced Photon Source (APS).
X-ray Imaging at APS 32-ID-B – To integrate our setup
into the existing X-ray imaging facilities at the APS 32-
ID-B beamline lab (see Figures SM1 and SM2), several
modifications to the water discharge cell and the high-
voltage circuit were necessary. Since the X-ray attenua-
tion length of water is 2.2 cm for the X-ray energies rel-
evant to this work (24.3 keV), a water discharge cell was
designed which minimizes the intra-device path length
of the X-ray beam to 2 mm.
See Figure 4 and Supplementary Video 3 for typical X-
ray imaging results from separate events, imaged using
24.3-keV X-rays from the APS synchrotron source dur-
ing a hybrid fill operating mode [18]. The X-ray setup at
APS 32-ID-B was configured in a phase-contrast imaging
mode, which exploits relative phase delay of the X-ray
beam induced by objects on the sample plane with large
density gradients [19–21]. The gas-liquid boundary of a
plasma-induced bubble is therefore easily resolvable in
these phase-contrast images with negligible motion blur.
See Figures SM3–SM7 for more X-ray imaging examples
of single-events.
Before any quantitative analysis of these X-ray im-
ages, there are important qualitative observations to be
made. In the first post-initiation frame of each imaged
event (such as the second frames of Figures 4a and 4b),
we observe the outward propagation of channel-like fea-
tures at timescales much faster than the inter-frame pe-
riod (3.69 µs), with presumed dynamic behavior within
the first 100 ns after initiation. The X-ray videos pre-
sented here exclusively show plasma channels which tra-
verse the full field of view within a single inter-frame
duration, and the stochasticity of this plasma process
hinders insight from multi-event comparison. That be-
ing said, this work is still an important result in itself;
plasma channel evolution during periods of significant
plasma optical emission has not been previously ob-
served.
This phase-contrast imaging method amplifies the ef-
fect of discontinuities in density such as surfaces, there-
fore we interpret these features to be the liquid-gas in-
terfaces of a low-density channel propagating with or
near the optical emission front. We also observe correla-
tion in location and propagation direction between these
narrow (∼ 10 µm) channels and the larger-diameter non-
spherical bubbles visible in the subsequent frame 3.69 µs
later, emphasized by the two-frame composite image in
Figure 4c. Depending on the unequal distribution of en-
ergy deposition, the thin plasma branches will either ex-
pand into a large diameter bubble (such as the branches
at 8 o’clock and 11 o’clock positions in Figure 4), or will
collapse back down to a train of small spherical bubbles
(such as the branch at the 9 o’clock position in Figure
4).
Occurring next after bubble expansion, the long-lived
abnormal bubble shape visible in each case persists for
almost 50 µs after initiation (see Figures SM3-SM7).
Based on this, we conclude that significant charge resides
near the bubble surface for tens of microseconds after
initiation, resulting in long-lived local Coulomb forces
after plasma energy deposition. This is consistent with
the characteristic charge relaxation time expected for
ambient water, τ = σ/ε ≈ 3.6 µs. The observed sharp-
contour bubbles suggest low local surface tension, caused
by the Lippmann effect acting at the locally-charged
interface. Though the resulting bubble shape is quite
striking, processes which dominate at these longer (µs)
timescales are not necessarily responsible for initiation.
It is also important to note the plasma-independent
continuous formation of bubbles visible within the re-
4FIG. 4. Frames from ultrafast X-ray imaging videos of two pulsed water plasma events (a and b), with timestamps annotated
relative to peak plasma current as measured through the positive electrode. Frame rates are 136 kfps (a) and 272 kfps (b),
or 7.37 and 3.69 µs/frame respectively. Resolution is 2 µm/pixel. Note the evolution from pre-discharge to small-diameter
long plasma channels to large-diameter cavitation and expansion, as emphasized in (c) and (d) with two-frame composite
images from Figures (a) and (b), respectively. See Section SM.II for additional multi-frame videos of single events, all of
which show correlation in position between the small-diameter channels and larger-diameter bubbles. Figure 4a corresponds
to Supplementary Video 3.
gion of interest. As previously discussed the water was
sufficiently filtered (< 0.2 µm), ruling out the possibility
of particle contamination. Future work may investigate
the effect of degassing on the production of these bub-
bles, however in this case we attribute this bubble pro-
duction to water radiolysis and electrode heating, both
induced by high X-ray power (21 W/mm2 [22]). Future
work may investigate the effect of degassing on the pro-
duction of these bubbles, however radiolysis and heat-
ing due to high X-ray power is the most likely cause in
these results. X-ray-induced bubble production affects
the timing of nanosecond plasma initiation processes in
water, however the rapidity of such processes appears to
be unaffected during the timescales imaged here.
Computational Model – Unlike a near-field X-ray im-
age which can be easily converted to line density, a
phase contrast image requires a more rigorous approach
to quantitatively analyze; in general a two-dimensional
Fresnel-Kirchhoff diffraction integral is required [23].
For this particular case we can take advantage of both
the small scattering angle of the X-ray beam after the
sample plane and the cylindrical geometry of a plasma
channel to compose a simplified integral:
gout(x
′) =
e2piiz/λ√
iλz
∫ ∞
−∞
gin(x)e
ipi
λz (x
′−x)2dx (1)
Idetector(x
′) = gout(x′)g∗out(x
′) (2)
where x is lateral position relative to the plasma channel
at the sample plane and x′ is lateral position at the de-
tector plane. The complex-valued functions gin(x) and
gout(x
′) describe the electric field at the sample plane
and detector plane, respectively. We assume the geom-
etry shown in Figure SM2, which consists of a simple
cylinder of specific gravity SGvap surrounded by ambient
water (SGliq = 1). The term gin(x) is therefore defined
as follows for a plasma channel of radius R = 12dchannel
in a water cell of width wliq:
gin(x) =

e
[
−2ipi
λ n˜water,liq·wliq
]
, |x| > R
e
[
−2ipi
λ n˜water,liq·(wliq−2
√
R2−x2)
]
·e
[
−2ipi
λ n˜water,vap·(2
√
R2−x2)
]
, |x| ≤ R
(3)
where the complex refractive index n˜ = 1− δ− iβ is lin-
early dependent on water density: δvap = SGvapδliq and
βvap = SGvapβliq, with δliq and βliq taken from litera-
ture [24]. Derivation of this model is described in further
detail in Section SM.III, which builds off of the general
form from [25] and is equivalent to work by Snigirev on
phase-contrast imaging of cylindrical samples [26].
By numerically integrating Equation 1, we can gener-
ate a simulated phase-contrast X-ray image. Parameters
needed for this model include the specific gravity of the
region within the plasma channel SGvap, diameter of
the channel dchannel, as well as three minor parameters
which scale and shift the model. To convert the X-ray
image into a model-comparable form, we interpolate the
image onto a series of cutlines oriented perpendicular
to a spline estimation of the plasma channel centerline,
forming a cutline intensity distribution for each lateral
position. The model is then fit to experimental results
5FIG. 5. Illustration of a typical plasma channel cutline
interpolation from an X-ray image (a), typical diffraction
model result after optimization compared with the average
experimental cutline (b). Intensity measured relative to in-
cident X-ray intensity. Dotted lines represent first and third
quartiles of the cutline distribution for each lateral posi-
tion. For this particular result, the channel diameter and
specific gravity were found to be 11.7+1.5−1.3 µm and 0.09
+0.17
−0.09,
respectively. Computational results for 31 interpolated ex-
perimental cutlines are summarized in (c) dchannel vs. t and
(d) SGvap vs. t plots, with time measured relative to water
plasma initiation. Note the general trend that longer times
after initiation correlate with larger-diameter plasma chan-
nels and lower specific gravities, on timescales much faster
than the X-ray frame rate. See Figure SM9 for discussion on
uncertainty.
to extract estimates of SGvap and dchannel (see Section
SM.III for details), as shown in Figure 5.
From this fitted model, SGvap and dchannel of the
plasma channel can be estimated for a particular inter-
polated cutline, as shown in Figure 5. The first evident
conclusion from these results is that these plasma chan-
nels are exclusively low-density phenomena which prop-
agate at speeds comparable to those calculated from the
optical emission region (see Figure 3). This supports ini-
tiation hypotheses which require the initial generation of
lower-density voids for plasma propagation, such as elec-
trostriction and deformation of preexisting bubbles. It is
also important to consider the effect of photon-electron
interaction in this environment due to high electron den-
sity (on the order of 1018 cm−3), however in this case we
do not believe that this phenomena has significantly af-
fected these X-ray imaging results, due to the small scat-
tering angle used for imaging. A total of 31 model fits
were produced for a variety of selected cutlines at differ-
ent imaging delays relative to peak current and different
distances from the electrode tip (as shown in Figures 5c,
5d, and SM8), collectively revealing a few major trends
in the X-ray data; in particular, larger channel diame-
ters (Figure 5c) and lower specific gravities (Figure 5d)
occur with increasing time after initiation. These results
imply that low-density regions visible in X-ray occur at
comparable or possibly earlier times (relative to initi-
ation) than those of the light-emitting region, however
further investigation is necessary to show this conclu-
sively.
Conclusion – The above work presents provides in-
sight into the particular mechanism of breakdown in
nanosecond-pulsed plasmas in liquids. Using a combi-
nation of X-ray and optical methods, we have resolved
narrow low-density plasma channels within the streamer
head which evolve at speeds comparable to those of the
light-emitting region. To the best of our knowledge,
phase-contrast X-ray imaging has not been previously
explored as a diagnostic for such plasmas. The result-
ing superior imaging resolution for this well-timed pro-
cess and insensitivity to plasma optical emission pro-
vides insight about dominant plasma initiation mecha-
nism hypotheses (supporting electrostriction and bubble
deformation while weakening local field-emission heat-
ing), and encourages further interaction between the
fields of plasma physics and synchrotron science, both
as a phenomenon of primary research interest as well
as a tabletop self-healing HEDP imaging target. Fu-
ture work will include additional plasma imaging exper-
iments at APS with the added experience gained from
results reported here, such as the use of sharper elec-
trode tips (< 10 µm) for better initiation consistency
and higher X-ray imaging frame rates to reveal dynamic
processes for single events at timescales less than 150
ns (frame rates of 6.67 MHz are expected during fu-
ture experimental campaigns, compared to 272 kHz in
this work). Continued progress will further contribute
to better understanding of plasma initiation in liquids,
and overall increased interdisciplinary work between the
fields of plasma physics, HEDP, and synchrotron science.
Acknowledgements – Special thanks to the High-Speed
Imaging Team at Los Alamos National Laboratory for
their collaborative efforts and financial support during
these experiments, and to the staff at APS 32-ID-B for
their time and expertise. Los Alamos National Labora-
tory (LANL) work is supported through Triad National
Security, LLC (‘Triad’) by U.S. Department of Energy
(DOE)/ NNSA, by MaRIE Technology Maturation fund
and C2 program. This research used resources of the
Advanced Photon Source, a U.S. Department of Energy
(DOE) Office of Science User Facility operated for the
DOE Office of Science by Argonne National Laboratory
under Contract No. DE-AC02-06CH11357.
[1] H. Hao, B. S. Wu, J. Yang, Q. Guo, Y. Yang, and Y. W.
Li, “Non-thermal plasma enhanced heavy oil upgrad-
ing,” Fuel, vol. 149, pp. 162 – 173, 2015. International-
6Mexican Congress on Chemical Reaction Engineering
(IMCCRE 2014). Part 2.
[2] S. Bhattacharyya, D. Staack, E. A. Vitol, R. Singhal,
A. Fridman, G. Friedman, and Y. Gogotsi, “Localized
synthesis of metal nanoparticles using nanoscale corona
discharge in aqueous solutions,” Advanced Materials,
vol. 21, no. 40, pp. 4039–4044, 2009.
[3] M. S. Hutson and X. Ma, “Plasma and cavitation dy-
namics during pulsed laser microsurgery in vivo,” Phys.
Rev. Lett., vol. 99, p. 158104, Oct 2007.
[4] P. Vanraes and A. Bogaerts, “Plasma physics of
liquids—a focused review,” Applied Physics Reviews,
vol. 5, no. 3, p. 031103, 2018.
[5] Y. Raizer, Gas discharge physics. Springer-Verlag,
Berlin, Germany, 1991.
[6] A. Piel, Plasma Physics. Springer-Verlag Berlin Heidel-
berg, 2010.
[7] H.-Y. Chu and H.-K. Lee, “Evolution of the plasma
bubble in a narrow gap,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 107,
p. 225001, Nov 2011.
[8] A. Starikovskiy, Y. Yang, Y. I. Cho, and A. Fridman,
“Non-equilibrium plasma in liquid water: dynamics of
generation and quenching,” Plasma Sources Science and
Technology, vol. 20, p. 024003, Apr 2011.
[9] D. Dobrynin, Y. Seepersad, M. Pekker, M. Shnei-
der, G. Friedman, and A. Fridman, “Non-equilibrium
nanosecond-pulsed plasma generation in the liquid phase
(water, pdms) without bubbles: fast imaging, spec-
troscopy and leader-type model,” Journal of Physics D:
Applied Physics, vol. 46, p. 105201, Feb 2013.
[10] H. M. Jones and E. E. Kunhardt, “Development of
pulsed dielectric breakdown in liquids,” Journal of
Physics D: Applied Physics, vol. 28, pp. 178–188, Jan
1995.
[11] C. J. Cerjan, L. Bernstein, L. B. Hopkins, R. M. Bionta,
D. L. Bleuel, J. A. Caggiano, W. S. Cassata, C. R.
Brune, D. Fittinghoff, J. Frenje, M. Gatu-Johnson,
N. Gharibyan, G. Grim, C. Hagmann, A. Hamza,
R. Hatarik, E. P. Hartouni, E. A. Henry, H. Herrmann,
N. Izumi, D. H. Kalantar, H. Y. Khater, Y. Kim,
A. Kritcher, Y. A. Litvinov, F. Merrill, K. Moody,
P. Neumayer, A. Ratkiewicz, H. G. Rinderknecht,
D. Sayre, D. Shaughnessy, B. Spears, W. Stoeffl,
R. Tommasini, C. Yeamans, C. Velsko, M. Wiescher,
M. Couder, A. Zylstra, and D. Schneider, “Dynamic
high energy density plasma environments at the national
ignition facility for nuclear science research,” Journal
of Physics G: Nuclear and Particle Physics, vol. 45,
p. 033003, Feb 2018.
[12] J. S. Lee, B. M. Weon, J. H. Je, and K. Fezzaa, “How
does an air film evolve into a bubble during drop im-
pact?,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 109, p. 204501, Nov 2012.
[13] S. Wildeman, S. Sterl, C. Sun, and D. Lohse, “Fast dy-
namics of water droplets freezing from the outside in,”
Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 118, p. 084101, Feb 2017.
[14] Y. Wang, K.-S. Im, and K. Fezzaa, “Similarity be-
tween the primary and secondary air-assisted liquid
jet breakup mechanisms,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 100,
p. 154502, Apr 2008.
[15] N. C. Lopes, G. Figueira, L. O. Silva, J. M. Dias, R. Fon-
seca, L. Cardoso, C. Russo, C. Carias, G. Mendes,
J. Vieira, and J. T. Mendonc¸a, “Plasma channels
produced by a laser-triggered high-voltage discharge,”
Phys. Rev. E, vol. 68, p. 035402, Sep 2003.
[16] P. Xiao and D. Staack, “Microbubble generation by
microplasma in water,” Journal of Physics D: Applied
Physics, vol. 47, p. 355203, aug 2014.
[17] P. H. Ceccato, O. Guaitella, M. R. L. Gloahec, and
A. Rousseau, “Time-resolved nanosecond imaging of the
propagation of a corona-like plasma discharge in water
at positive applied voltage polarity,” Journal of Physics
D: Applied Physics, vol. 43, p. 175202, Apr 2010.
[18] M. Borland, G. Decker, L. Emery, W. Guo, K. Harkay,
V. Sajaev, and C.-Y. Yao, “APS storage ring parame-
ters,” https://ops.aps.anl.gov/SRparameters, Sept 2010.
[19] K. Fezzaa and Y. Wang, “Ultrafast x-ray phase-contrast
imaging of the initial coalescence phase of two water
droplets,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 100, p. 104501, Mar
2008.
[20] P. C. Diemoz, M. Endrizzi, C. E. Zapata, Z. D. Pesˇic´,
C. Rau, A. Bravin, I. K. Robinson, and A. Olivo, “X-ray
phase-contrast imaging with nanoradian angular resolu-
tion,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 110, p. 138105, Mar 2013.
[21] M. Endrizzi, F. A. Vittoria, L. Rigon, D. Dreossi, F. Ia-
coviello, P. R. Shearing, and A. Olivo, “X-ray phase-
contrast radiography and tomography with a multiaper-
ture analyzer,” Phys. Rev. Lett., vol. 118, p. 243902, Jun
2017.
[22] M. S. del Rio and R. J. Dejus, “Status of XOP v2.4: re-
cent developments of the x-ray optics software toolkit,”
SPIE Proceedings, vol. 8141, p. 814115, 2011.
[23] F. L. Pedrotti, S.J, L. M. Pedrotti, and L. S. Pedrotti,
Introduction to Optics. Pearson Education, Inc., 3rd ed.,
2007.
[24] B. Henke, E. Gullikson, and J. Davis, “X-ray interac-
tions: photoabsorption, scattering, transmission, and re-
flection at E=50-30000 eV, Z=1-92,” Atomic Data and
Nuclear Data Tables, vol. 2, Jul 1993.
[25] G. Barbastathis, C. Sheppard, and S. B. Oh, 2.71 Op-
tics, Lecture 15. Massachusetts Institute of Technol-
ogy: MIT OpenCourseWare, https://ocw.mit.edu. Li-
cense: Creative Commons BY-NC-SA., Spring 2009.
[26] A. Snigirev, I. Snigireva, V. Kohn, S. Kuznetsov, and
I. Schelokov, “On the possibilities of X-ray phase con-
trast microimaging by coherent high-energy synchrotron
radiation,” Review of Scientific Instruments, vol. 66,
no. 12, pp. 5486–5492, 1995.
